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REMAmS 

scni>u'n pc;najn0 n tlit, abo\c-identified apphcatton lant^ fUtI\ fo* lanner sotio^ or t^u 
merits. 

tmioscd 3 7 (Tit § /. 1 32 Declaration 

Enclosed wi{h the imuim supplemental rep!y is a 37 CFR § 1.132 Declaiaiion of Mr, 
Zembei Meiwa, one of ihz insiaat inveniors. The ExaiTiiner is respectfully requested to contsider 
Mr- \to;\^ a\N o.K.(v-cc -aecL^-ation., as it contains comparaiix c- ;e5i rcdu't$ tlirjt rre submitted to be 
material to a considcraiion of ihe patentability of the instam invention as claimed. 

in the enclosed deelaration, Mr; Mei wa reports on additional tests, procedures and re^ulis, 
whicb are described tlierdn. 

Specifically, in the enclosed declaration, it is repoitcd that six (6) cos^iparative polyjuer 
cnv.'s • rs -'"\."n\^;vr!^o i'\ar>plc; 1 M6) prcparev'l and \u-'rc ■:>s;?d f"r ph^sioa' r-'M-^^'^^"^ 
and then paper nidi'sng iu the same way as described in the instant ,>>poCiiicu-.on, I lie phx^scal 
properties of the comparative polymer emulsions and paper making results obtained with the 
comparative pol>'mcr emulsions (i.e., Comparative Examples 11-16) are reported in Tabic 4 of 

\s cijs? be sefcH upon a full review of Table 4 of Mr, Mdna's decbratiuii. each of 
C"omparati%e Examples II to 16 failed to produce a paper sheet ha\5«g aa injprovement in 
feotb stiffness ratle and bttife ratio. 
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incorpamtkm M^renm of Earlmr Remarks 

111 reply to each of oiitstatSili,n;g rejeotions of i^cordi applicants incoipomte lierem by 
refefeHce remarks set forth in the earlier reply of Septeisber IS, 2006 at paps 8-1 ?; itereof. 

C hitn Rcjectiotts - 35 USC §102&§103 

DO r^i .ut o: Mouig al US '766 (U S PaiciU Sjcr J;>G> 

Oaims ; and 10-12 have been also rejected by the Exainlner under 35 U.SX\ § 120(a) 
as being aniicipaicd by Cheti et al US *540 tU.S. Patent 2006/0066540K 

( .X ' K>'\V 1 FvM u u\i.. 35 U.S.C, | !03ta) as bemsi 

ant^. OvCi Boeig et I S ^'766 or Cheii et aK US *540 

Each of thi2 above rejections arc respccifuUy traversed, and reconsideiation and xvithdt8\v 
of the satue is respectfully requested based on ti^c following considcrauons These rejections arc 
resnectMly traversed. 

V Fva'^ 5 t xs ''o^[vv,t^u Is rcquc-^tcd to jccorssJc' ^^^^J vroi^v* . six <bo\o 
^e]^(." odo -L X ov-^ o enark-> ..nd aniendnicntb piCMOUbiy 5,ubni ttCi. o ^ b(.pte'^;b>^T- 1$, 2';0n tuii 
thv. enclosed 37 C1-R <j 1.132 declaration of Mr. Zenl>ei Mcma aiid pariicu!ari> Compar&nvc 
Fxarrole^ ' ' ~\b ih>.rein and the test results reported in Table 4 of tlic dcclai ation 

CONClUSmN 

\c-. ^'J of the abo^e dmrndnK ^'^ <j c o^. > 'o^.^o. ? K 

object.crs .i^i. and adowani^^ o^'th<. cLnms off ic proscj ^np xor cfo fv\ ^ » 

requested. 
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i2 SS ) vit be citphonc nunibei of tiic under igncd bclo^i^ toionuiaai n v.x% n*icfo 
0 \puii V 11 ^svcutso 1 n coiiiitction wiUt the pascni applicalioi 

i I f n 1T IS Kris tiidnn/td i uhjs c i i n 

cn -ii 1 c CI <.i a'^v *.\t-rpisTi It loikpovi \,.couijKo U2 „-*4^ i.r ^ o i 

Sboik! ntit- K <m> out tindmg matters tha n<;.ed to be resohed m the -j'^sti^ 
iilic^ioi 5, 1 (.MS uUv ''H^''*- ^"-^ ^ b'y'^ »5a L% \ 

u 0 1 V It condatt an mtervtuv m an eUort to v\p<.c< t ffos^^ l "'i n 

irucvcssa.rv tl t. Coins ii smtiu h I er^^bv authon/t,d m Uiis toncairert d»id future 't.p Jvs 
*o tluiist- pavjtc it or ctvdit ar\ overpavmtnt to Dcpo*!it Vcouit No 02 244b toi ain auduioi a 

cqi r !L lu c ^ Ik l6orl H pirti ihrl i ! i s !l '^ts 
M S »/tt.n X 2-^ y Oif Rtspct-Ui IK % !r>{ jiti 
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